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Harris joins Lattimore and fellow scholars of High Asia to show that
Trans-Himalayan borderlands are not marginal but, rather, truly at the center
of experience with global socio-economic change.
Galen Murton on Geographical Diversion: Tibetan Trade, Global Transactions

(Shneiderman 2013). Moreover, the
study contributes a valuable case
study to ongoing debates around
the ‘place’ of Zomia and ‘borderless’
communities across the Himalaya and
Tibetan Plateau ( James C. Scott. 2009.
The Art of Not Being Governed: An Anarchist History of Upland Southeast Asia.
New Haven: Yale University Press;
Willem van Schendel. 2002. “Geographies of Knowing, Geographies of
Ignorance: Jumping Scale in Southeast Asia.” Environment and Planning D:
Society and Space 20(6) 647–668; Jean
Michaud. 2010. “Editorial – Zomia
and Beyond.” Journal of Global History
5(02): 187–214; Sara Shneiderman.
2010. “Are the Central Himalayas in
Zomia? Some Scholarly and Political Considerations Across Time and
Space.” Journal of Global History 5(02):
289–312).
While Harris pays close attention
to the spatial dimension of regional
trade patterns, the study would be
strengthened by a deeper engagement with the temporal context of
Trans-Himalayan geopolitics in the
mid-2000s. That is, brief mention is
made of the critical time at which
the Nathu-la trade route between
Gangtok and Gyantse was recently
opened – July 6, 2006 (p. 89). Not only
was this pass re-opened during the
summer of 2006, as Harris identifies,
but it was inaugurated the very same
week as the maiden voyage of the new
Tibet-Qinghai railway from Beijing to
Lhasa. While international diplomacy
between Delhi and Beijing was clearly
not the focus of Harris’s study, a more
extensive assessment could be made

of the key time at which the gate was
lifted on this historical route. In light
of the unique economic and political
factors that facilitated the re-opening
of the Nathu-la, and considering the
tremendous change that the railroad
has brought to Tibet, a sharper temporal analysis of regional conditions
during the ‘India-China Friendship
Year’ could have further advanced
Harris’s study on traders’ disruptive
experiences with transnational market dynamics.
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In the tradition of Owen Lattimore’s
borderland studies on Inner Asia,
Geographical Diversions advances
scholarship on a part of the world too
often rendered ‘a blank on the map.’
Arguing for the relevance of highland
trade communities, Harris shows that
Trans-Himalayan traders and the
routes they follow are precisely at
the intersection of major economic,
political, and social transformations
sweeping across Asia. By looking
closely at a specific transnational
arrangement of goods, merchants,
and markets, Harris’s rich Himalayan
case study reveals how differential
access to roads, commodities, and
consumers generates an “unevenness
of development” (Neil Smith. 2008.
Uneven Development. Athens, GA: University of Georgia Press.) experienced
widely throughout the world. In the
end, Harris succeeds at “demonstrating why the use of ethnography is
integral to understanding large-scale
shifts in capital in a region that is still
relatively unrepresented in macro
histories” (p. 104). And, in so doing,
Harris joins Lattimore and fellow
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